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---------~~==~~==~==~~------GOLDEN GATE COLLEGE SCHOOL OF LAW

VOLUME III NO.5

FEBRUARY - MARCH 1968

FACULTY EXAMINATION
The recent examination period has seen students take numerous examinations prepared by the faculty.
Under the modern approach, which supports an increased student role in the educational process, it seems
only fair that the faculty be required to take an examination prepared by the students. It is suggested that
the following might serve this purpose.

INSTRUCTIONS:
You have ten minutes to answer the following question which will constitute 100% of your grade. Your
answer should reflect the law generally prevailing in California, Nevada, New York, Coif, the majority of
US jurisdictions and England. The positions reflected by the UCC, the Indian Law Commissioners and the
Code of Hammurabi should also be noted. Budget your time accordingly -- read, think, analyze and organize
before you write. Bring nothing into the examination room -- distracting noise and bad quality paper will
be provided.

QUESTION I:
Mrs. Paisleygraff, domiciled in the State of Coif, was anxious to have a will drawn due to her advancing years. She sought to contact her old family attorney, Charles Stanley Pettifogger (JD), a general
practitioner who also teaches space law at a local law school. Pettifogger is presently living in Bombay,
India working for the "International Justice and Fairness Committee," by establishing a public defender
and O/R program for the Village of Zak and its population of 11 persons.
Mrs. Paisleygraff contacted the Gateway Travel agency, (a partnership) in response to their ad in the
Coif newspaper, (a monopoly) which stated: "The only way to Bombay is through Gateway, -- passage by
Eerie Railroad and the good ship Peerless." Gateway agreed to "arrange everything," and Mrs. Paisleygraff agreed to "pay $2,500," delivering a promissory note guaranteed by E. Allan Farnsworthless.
While traveling on the Eerie Railroad (incorporated under the laws of Coif and Delaware), a pair of
Mrs. Paisleygraff's international shoes (size 16B) were stolen by one Charles Mirando, a stowaway. Mirando
immediately signed a confession after interrogation by Brutus Brutality, a passenger-policeman, while
Mirando's attorney, Harry Handout, dozed in a nearby seat.
continued on back page

UNCLE BOB SPEAKS

STUDENT BOOK EXCHANGE

Take a break before examinitis
sets in and plan to attend the "Carnival de Mardi Gras" on Saturday, March
30. The SBA sponsored Spring Cocktail Dance is a new innovation this
year for the Law School and should be
a welcome addition to the overworked/
undergraded student body. There will
be cocktails and dancing from 8:30 to
2:00 a.m. in the Fern Court of the
Furniture Mart Bldg. at 9th and Market
for the amazingly low cost of $1.00
per person. Tickets are available from
all SBA officers and representatives.

Applications for Student Manager
of the Book Exchange will be taken
through March 15, 1968. Profits are
applied to manager's tuition. 'Consideration is given on basis of need and
scholastic achievement. Turn in an
application outlining need and scholarship to the Law School Office, attention
Student Bar Association.

RECENT
CASES
OF

INTEREST

United Mine Workers of America v.
illinois State Baf Association
88S. Ct. 353 (Dec. 5, 1961)
The Illinois State Bar Association
filed this complaint to enjoin the United
Mine Workers of America from engaging
in certain practices alleged to constitute the unauthorized practice of law.
The essence of the complaint was that
the Union had employed a licensed
attorney on a salary basis to represent
any of its members who wished his
services to prosecute workmen's compensation claims before the Illinois
Industrial Commission. The trial court
found that employment of an attorney
by the Union for this purpose did constitute unauthorized practice and permanently enjoined the Union from
employing attorneys on a salary or
retainer'basis to represent its members.
On appeal the Illinois Supreme Court
rejected the Mine Workers' contention
that the trial court's decree abridged
their freedom of speech, petition, and
assembly under the First and Fourteenth Amendments and affirmed the lower
court's finding. The United States
Supreme Court granted certiorari to
consider whether this holding conflicted with its prior decisions. The
Union's legal plan for its members
operates as follows: The United Mine
Workers local employs a licensed lawyer on a salary basis ($12,400 per
annum at the time of this action) to
represent members and their dependents in connection with their claims
under the Workman's Compensation Act.
The terms of his employment specify
that the attorney's sole obligation is
to the person represented and that
there will be no interference by the
Union. If a union member is injured,
he fills out a form which is sent to the
attorney's office. This form contains
the information necessary to supply the
attorney with enough insight into the
complaint to file a claim on behalf of
the iniured member with the Industrial

Commission. Ordinarily the member
and this attoreny will meet tor tne
first time at the pearing before the
commission. The attorney determines
what he thinks the claim to be worth
and attempts to settle with the employer's attorney during pre hearing
negotiations. If agreement is reached,
the attorney recommends to the injured
member that he accept the result. If
no settlement occurs, a hearing on the
merits is held before the Industrial
Commission. The full amount of any
award is paid to the injured member,
the attorney's compensation being only
his annual salary paid by the Union.
The Union instigated the above
legal assistance plan because the
"interests of the members were being
juggled and even when not, they were
required to pay forty or fifty per cent
of the amounts recovered in damage
suits, for the attorney fees." The
United States Supreme Court in an 8-1
decision overruled the Illinois Supreme
Court and held that the freedom of
speech, assembly, and petition guaranteed by the First and Fourteenth
Amendments gives the Union the right
to hire an attorney on a salary basis to
assist its members in the assertion of
their legal rights. Justice Hugo Black,
in his majority opinion said, "We
start with the premise that the rights
to assemble peaceable and to petition
for a redress of grievances are among
the most precious of the liberties safeguarded by the Bill of Rights. These
rights, moreover, are intimately connected both in origin and in purpose,
with the other First Amendment rights
of free speech and free press. All
these, though not identical, are inseparable." Justice Black also stated that
there was absolutely no indication that
a "theoretically imaginable divergence
between the interests of union and
member ever actually arose in the context of any particular lawsuit." The
lower court's decree was found to substantially impair the associational
rights of the mine workers and the
Supreme Court decided it was not
needed to protect the State's interest
in high standards of legal ethics.
In the years the program has been
in operation, the court was not aware
of a single instance of abuse, harm to
clients, or any actual disadvantage to
the public or to the profession" resulting from the fact of the financial
connection between the Union and the
attorney who represents its members.
In a five page dissent, Mr. Justice
Harlan argues that the Union's goals
for its members could all have been
realized by methods which were proper
under the then existing laws of Illinois.
He asserts that the majority decision
cuts deeply into one of the "most traditional of state con c ern s, the
maintenance of high standards within

the state legal profession." Justice
Harlan sets out that the Canons of
Professional Ethics of the Illinois
State Bar Association and the American
Bar Association forbid the unauthorized practice of law by any lay agency. __
In addition, he found that this canon
does not infringe upon the rights of
speech, petition, or assembly of the
Union's members. In Justice Harlan's
opinion, the Union's program would
present a great danger of lowering the
quality of representation furnished by
the attorney to union members in the
handling of their claims. The union
lawyer has little contact with his client.
He processes the applications of injured members on a mass basis. Evidently, he neg 0 t i ate s with the
employer's counsel about many claims
at the same time and is faced with a
very heavy case load (more than 400
claims a year). It was also pointed
out \hat the union attorney in this case
had many activities competing for his
time (he was also an Illinois state
senator and had an active private
practice). The quality of representation furnished by the union attorney
could also suffer because the attorney
could be tempted to place undue
emphasis upon quick disposition of
each case. He might be led to compromise cases for reasons unrelated
to their own intrinsic merits, such as
the need to "get on" with negotiations A
or a promise by the employer's attorney _
of concessions relating to other cases.
Whether, in fact, Justice Harlan's
criticisms will hold true in most cases
remains to be seen. Certainly the performance of one attorney is not necessarily indicative of a universal practice
of all lawyers who contemplate this
type of practice.

EXPENSES II. from facing page
agent who had stated in his bar
questionnaire that he intended to
adopt the legal profession as a life
work. Engel's supervisors even
testified that his legal education
would be helpful to him in his
work. Furthermore, Engel continued his position as an IRS agent
even after passing the 'bar. However, the Tax Court held Engel had
failed to establish that his primary
purpose for attending night law
school was to maintain and improve his skill in his present position.
The conclusion to be reached
from the foregoing cases is that
the taxpayer will be successful
only if his factual presentation can
convincingly imp res s the Court
that his "primary purpose" is to
maintain or improve his present
business skills.
John L. Sauter

_

LAW SCHOOL EXPENSES,
DEDUCTIBLE?
Taken from "The Hearsay" Franklin
School of Law, Columbus, Ohio.
The Internal Revenue Service
has liberalized its rules on allowance of deductions for education
expenses and in various instances
the courts are even more liberal
than the Service. However, the
expenses must meet definite requirements to be deductilble and
from the following it will be observed that night law students
have met with varying degrees of
success.
The Code contains no specific
provision on the deductibility ot!.
education expenses but the Service
has set forth definite rules for
determining which expenses are
deductible in Reg. 1. 162-5 and in
comprehensive Rev. Rul. 6~97.
The initial requirement as outlined in Reg. 1. 162--5(a) briefly
states that a taxpayer may deduct
educational expenditures if they
are for education undertaken primarily for the purpose Oif:
(1) Maintaining or impro v i n g
skills required by the taxpayer
in his employment or other
trade or business, or
(2) Meeting the express requirement of the taxpayer's employer, or the requirement CYf
applicable law or regulations,
imposed as a condition to the
retention by the taxpayer of
his salary, status or employment.
The Commissioner further states
in the Regulation that the test of
(1) above will be met if it is "customary" for 0 the r established
members 00 the taxpayer's trade
or business to undertake such education. However, the Tax Court in
"J. S. Watson, 31 T.e. 1014," disagreed with the "customary" test
and held that it is not "absolutely
necessary that customariness be
established" and places the emphasis upon the "primary purpose" of
the education.
Rev. Rul. 60-97 implies that even
though academic credit, a degree,
a new job, advancement or increased salary may result from the
education, it does not bar a deduction so long as its primary purpose
is to maintain or improve business
skills. However, if the primary
purpose is to obtain a new position
or substantial advancement, or the
education is necessary for the taxpayer to meet the minimum requirements for a trade, business,
profession or specialty, the deduction is barred even though it also

maintains or improves skills.
The difficulty in applying the
above rules to night law school
students becomes apparent with
an examination of the following
cases. In Condit, T C M 1962-245,
aff'd 329 F. 2d 153, 1964, an Ohio
Accountant claimed a deduction for
his expenses in attending night
Jaw school. He received his degree, passed the bar and continued
to work for the same employer as
an accountant. He claimed his expenses were ordinary and necessary expenses required to maintain
and improve skills required in his
e m p 1 0 yment as an accountant.
However, his deduction was disallowed on what was deemed to be
binding factual issues. The Tax
Court found that his primary purpose in pursuing a legal education
was to qualify to meet the minimum standards for a new profession. Their primary reason for
reaching this factual conclusion
was that the taxpayer's questionnaire, required as part CYf the application to the Ohio bar, contained
the following: Q. Do you wish to
adopt the legal profession as a
life work? A. Yes. Q. State in a
general way the plans for your future in the legal profession. A,
To combine my pre sen t background in accounting with law and
develop along lines of Corporate
taxation and Corporate law. The
decision of the Tax Court was
founded on the grounds that the
taxpayer's d uti e s might become
that of a lawyer for his employer,
and that his testimony in explanation of his answers to the questionnaire indicates that this is his own
interpretation of his stated intentioin.
In Welsh, 210 F. Supp 597, aff'd
329 F. 2d 145, the court reached a
completely different result. Welsh
was an IRS agent while attending
law school and, in fact, entered
private practice shortly lIIfter he
was admitted to the bar. In his
bar questionnaire he also stated
he intended to practice law but the
Court found as a fact that the
primary intention of Welsh in undertaking his legal education was
to maintain and improve the skills
required in his employment with
the Service. The only evidence
offered ,by Welsh was his testimony which apparently the Court
adollted as true.
Inconsistency in this area is
more apparent in examining an
earlier case "on all fours" with
Welsh. In Engel, TCM 1962-244,
the taxpayer was also an IRS

continued on facing page

NEW PROGRAMS
Golden Gate's fledgling International Law Society is gaining in stature
with the acquisition of a name and
recognition by the Jessup International
Moot Court Competition.
As the emphasis in this geographic
area is on the law ofthe Pacific basin,
the society is named for two prominent
internationalists of the region and will
henceforth be known as the YokotaBustamente Society of International
Law. Kisaburu Yokota is a former
Chief Justice of the Japanese Supreme
Court and Judge Bustamente from Cuba
is a former Judge of the Hague Court.
An organizational meeting will be
held in March for all those interested
in participating. Membership in the
American Society of International Law
is also available to students at a very
nominal rate, including a subscription
to the American Journal of International
Law. The next regional meeting of the
American Society of International Law
will be held at Stanford University March 13 to 15. Golden Gate will be
represented at the meeting by several
student members as well as by Professor David S. Stern, advisor and creator
of the international studies program to
be initiated here next year. The program was introduced this year with a
basic seminar held in conjunction with
the Dickinson Society of International
Law at Hastings College of the Law.
Students from both schools participated
under the tutelage of Professor Stern.
This group will form the nucleus of an
advanced seminar to be offered next
year as well as a basic general course
in international law. These will be
offered in different semesters thus enabling a student to advance to the
seminar the second semester for more
detailed study.
The society at Golden Gate will
attend the Jessup International Moot
Court Competition in observer status
this year and will participate in the
competition next year. This year's
regional finals are being held at
Hastings on March 29. The problem
for advocacy deals with reparations
claimed by Egypt for Egyptian nationals
killed by a United States ship in the
Gulf of Aqaba during the blockade.
It is hoped that this year is only
the beginning of an expanding program
to come in the years ahead - one badly
needed in this area - and that all those
interested in joining the group will
contact Professor Stern or Sheila
Kendall, 2nd year day. for further information on any of the society's
activities.

DEMISE OF LOYALTY OATHS
From the founding of our republic,
there have been those who, under the
guise of patriotism, would force their
fellow citizens to swear allegiance to
their concepts of democr acy. These individuals hold sway in every strata of
our sodety and their insecurity propels
them to see conspiracies in anything
they cannot comprehend. In 1776, they
wished to proscribe anti-Federalists
and today these false patriots eagerly
attack every maflifestation in our judicial system that attempts to enforce
our constitutional freedoms of speech
and press. The cries of these false
prophets grow more vociferous as the
U.S. Supreme Court batters at the last
vestiges of their bygone heyday of
persecution. The demise of the loyalty
oath is a prime example.
In a short article on this subject
only a few major points can be touched
upon in the hope that such a discussion will provoke independent research
and thought. The que s t ion of the
loyalty oath has many ramifications
and relates to many areas in our society. The loyalty oath has been imposed
in labor unions, as a condition of
employment in certain industries, as a
requisite for public employees in most
states, and for those people admitted
to our legislative bodies.
Very few would argue that the
state does not have the right to protect
itself from subversion.
The U. S.
Supreme Court in Shelton v. Tucker,
364 U. S. 488 (1960) recognized and
endorsed "the power of the state to
take proper measures safeguarding the
public service from disloyal conduct. "
Certainly there are criminal acts providing for the suppression of insurrection and violence against constituted
authorities.
The question at hand revolves
around the Supreme Court's interpretation of the constitutionality of loyalty
oaths as well as whether they are
necessary, proper, or effective in preventing so called subversive activities
endangering the state or private institutions. It is c I ear that the U. S.
Supreme Court in dealing with criminal
statutes against subversion such as
the Smith Act has ruled that mere
sympathy with or membership in a subversive organization is not enough for
criminal prosecution. Dennis v. U. S.
341 U.S.494 (1951) amplified by Yates
v. U.S. 354 U.S.298 (1957) point out
there must be some overt act or advocacy to action to overthrow government
by force or violence. From these cases
the clear and present danger test has
been formulated. The standard applied
by the Supreme Court in dealing with
such criminal statutes as the Smith
Act was different as regarded negative
loyalty oaths mandatory for public
employees in many states. Such oaths

require individuals to state that they
are not or have not been members of
the Communist Party as compared to
positive loyalty oath~ which prescribe
fealty to the state or constitution without probing into the party's personal
background.
Negative loyalty oaths were upheld in the past in cases such as
Adler v. Board of Education 342 U.S.
485 (1952) even though the statutes
in question unlike the said criminal
statutes, did not require evidence that
the party involved had to have specific
intent to carryon an illegal activity
accompanied by some overt act along
with membership in a subversive organization. The Supreme Court began to
move in the direction of reconciling
its decisions in the area of negative
loyalty oaths with the rulings in the
criminal area such as the case of
Wieman v. Updegraff 344 U. S. 488
(1961) where the court held an Oklahoma statute unconstitutional. The
Oklahoma statute made Communist
Party membership alone sufficient
cause for terminating employment and
the court held that such a statute indiscriminately classified the innocent
with the knowing. The criteria of the
decision seemed to lie on whether the
defendant knew of the illegal aims and
activities of the organization to which
he belonged.
Although this was a
change from the court's rulings in
earlier cases on the negative oath it
still did not measure up to the standards
set forth in the Smith Act cases mentioned ear lier .
The Supreme Court finally brought
its rulings on the negative oath in line
with the criminal cases in the landmark decision of Elfbrandt v. Russell
193 Sup. Crt. Rev.220 (1966) wherein
the court struck down an Arizona
statute which stated that a state employee would be subject to perjury if
said employee becomes or remains a
member of the Communist Party where
the employee has knowledge of the unlawful purpose of such an unlawful
organization.
This section of the
Arizona loyalty oath was predicated
essentially on the sort of reasoning
the court held would be constitutional
in the Updegraff case, supra. Nevertheless, the court in moving even
further down the path of holding these
oaths unconstitutional ruled in this
instance that mere know ledge is not
sufficient if specific intent is not
shown as in the Smith Act cases.
The court's opinion in the Elfbrandt case was thought by some to be
predicated on the fact that a perjury
penalty was provided throwing it more
into the realm of a decision based on a
criminal statute that a mere loyalty oath,
hence explaining away the impact of the
ruling. It remained for the high tribunal
to make clear its thinking in the
Keyishian v. Board of Regents of New

York 87 Sup. Crt. 675, a case in which
the court ruled unconstitutional the
N. Y. Feinberg Loyalty Oath which
failed because of vagueness and the
lack of specific intent to spell out the
necessity for overt acts relating to the
clear and present danger test.
'.In California, the death knell for
negative loyalty oaths sounded with a
decision rendered by the California
Supreme Court in the case of Vogel v.
County of Los Angeles last month in
which the court struck down the negative oath portion of the California
Levering Loyalty Oath for public employees. The court did indicate that
positive loyalty oaths might still be
constitutional and this is where future
litigation might focus.
The Vogel
case has made it clear that the courts
are now prepared to accept the arguments that have always been put forward
by opponents of the negative loyalty
oath. In Palzgraf's law review article
in the Buffalo Law Review 16: 782
Spring 1967 the author summarizes
argument's against such oaths as
centering around vagueness in protecting freedom of speech, association,
and self-incrimination. Also mentioned
were the proclivity of such oaths to
serve as ex-post facto amendments,
bill of attainders, and unconstitutional
restrictions on futUre actions.
Negative loyalty oaths never
achieved security against subversives.
For if Communists are as deceitful as . .
it is claimed, it only stands to reason . ,
that they would gladly perjure themselves and sign such oaths to achieve
their ends. Further, such oaths resulted in the stifling of academic freedom
.in an effort to combat subversion. Subversion in a democratic society can be
countered only by the truth about, as
well as the inequities that exist. In
any event there are sufficient police
agencies to deal with any violence
which might erupt as a result of "subversive" activities. The loyalty oaths
countered not violence but the possibility of unpopular ideas. In the
hysteria engendered, many innocent
people suffered irreparable harm to
their reputations as well as loss of
their economic livelihoods. In fact,
most of the people who brought cases
against the signing of the oaths were
not admitted Communists but were
sincere civil libertarians who believed
that it was their duty to seek the overturning of these infringements on the
rights of all our citizens.
Thomas Golden writing in the
Tulsa Law Review, 4:270 (1967) said
as an aftermath of the oath battle in
education that, "academic freedom
gains full constitutional protection for
the first time in our history as yet
another freedom is afforded the intricate protection under the ever expand-·
ing wall of the constitution."
Walter Gorelick
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SAVE MONEY
BY DEALING WITH LAKE

All student Books & Aids
Also Practice Sets
Come where your credit is good!
Harry B. Lake

Kenneth W. Lake

MAIN STORE
339 Kearny St., San Francisco
SUtter 1-3719
BRANCH STORE
138 McAllister St., San Francisco
UN 3-2900
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LUNCH 11:30 - 4:30
EARLY DINER 4:30 - 6:30
COMPLETE DINNER $2.95
DINNER 6:30 - 8:30
SATURDAY 6:30 - 10:30

GOLDEN GATE LAW SCHOOL
TO PARTICIPATE IN LAW DAY
This spring the law school will
participate in the citywide observance
of "Law Day." The theme of this
year's program is "only a lawful society
can build a better society." The theme
was selected for its timeliness. In a
period when the nation is faced with
social unrest, widespread disrespect
for law and order, rioting, school boycotts and a burgeoning crime rate, it
is a forceful reminder that the only
road to enduring social progress is
through lawful channels. The objectives of the annual Law Day USA
observance are:
(1) to make more
meaningful to Americans - especially
the youth of the nation - their heritage
of individual freedom under law; (2) to
foster increased respect for law and
the courts which protect the rights of
all citizens. The purposes of Law Day
USA are educational and patriotic. The
event is not a "lawyers' day", but
rather an occasion for honoring the
place of law in American life.
Recognition of Law Day USA has
grown steadily since the observance
first was established by Presidential
proclamation in 1958. Americans of
all ages are being made more vividly
aware of the indispensable place of
law in their lives through the nationwide observance of Law Day. It has
received the endorsement of more than
15 major national organizations in the
public service, educational, patriotic
and business fields.
It should be pointed out that observance of law day is not confined to
one day -- May 1 -- but rather is spread
over a two month period. In order not
to conflict with student study schedules, the school's law day committee
has decided that the law school's participation will be confined tothe early
weeks in April. Consequently a greater
percentage of Golden Gate's students
can have the opportunity to be a part
of this worthwhile program.
In keeping within the objectives
of law day it is felt that one of the
most pertinent and important areas of
modern law is in the field of youth and
the problems that confront them. Therefore, the participation ofthe law school
will be based on the juvenile law area
and matters relating thereto.
Participation in this program will
not only give the student a great sense
of satisfaction but w.f11 be a reflection
upon the law school and its interest in
con tern p 0 r a r y legal affairs. It is
requested that all students who are
interested in taking part in this new
and exciting program sign up on the
list posted outside the library or by
contacting co-chairman Barrv Baskin
(386-4803) or Jim Hurwitz (FI 6-3774).
Deadline for signing-up is March 8,

MOOT COURT
The next six weeks should produce
an overworked library and many rubberlegged first year students - no, it's not
just income tax time - it's also Moot
Court time. The program, under the
guidance of Mr. Phillip Hoskins, will
have many long overdue changes this
year. The briefs will be due April 8th
and the hearings are tentatively scheduled for April 15 to 19. No grade will
be given, but participation is required.
The text will be that published by the
UCLA Moot Court Association and
should prove a valuable aid tothe participants, if past requests for such a
manual are any indication. Second
year students will act as voluntary
advisors to the two-man teams and
hopefully, practicing attorneys and
judges will serve in the judicial capacity thus eliminating the need for
faculty and student judges. Post
hearing interviews are planned to
offer critical comment on both the
briefs and the arguments. The hearings will be public and according to
Mr. Hoskins, second and third year
students are encouraged to attend.
Details on time and location will be
announced soon.
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WEST COAST WATCH COMPANY
SWISS TRAINED EXPERT

SPECIALTY IN SALE AND
REPAIR OF ALL TYPES
OF WATCHES INCLUDING
CHRONOGRAPHS

AND

STOP-WATCHES.

FREE

LOANER DURING REPAIR

88 SECOND STREET
Near Mi ss ion

CALL 181-9200
1968. There will be a meeting of all
participants on March 12 at 12 noon in
room 201. At this meeting the details
of our participation will be discussed
and decided.

FACULTY EXAMINATION "'

continued from front page

At precisely the same instant, the train came to an abrupt stop, injuring several persons when a cow
known as the Rose 2d of Abalone was sighted trotting along the railroad tracks while being pursued by an
unknown driver in a stolen Buick se'dan registered to a Mr. Meekfearson.
Only moments before, the driver of the Buick, (1) crossed private property owned jointly by Cazzie and
Leak but currently occupied by Ralph Remedy, patent medicine salesman and philosopher; (2) ran over and
killed Oliver Fogbound, local jurist, when a defective steering wheel caused a momentary loss of control,
and (3) discarded a cigarette, starting a fire which destroyed the entire state of Coif, including certain
personal property of local publisher A. Little Brown -- a priceless collection of old law review articles
and his 100,000 shares of stock in Galberts Outlines Inc. These acts occurred precisely on the borders of
Nevada, California and Coif.
When Mrs. Paisleygraff finally arrived at the waterfront, the good ship Peerless turned out to be a rowboat causing her to arrive in Bombay two years late. Pettifogger had just died but his energetic ex-partner,
Jerome Hellofaring agreed to help. He suggested his famous "tax-proof testamentary trust," but because
he felt the Village of Zak's probate code was "real neat," the document violated the Rule against Perpetuities, public policy and common sense.
All of the parties are dead, insolvent or unavailable: Please Discuss.

CLASS IN JUVENILE
LAW OFFERED
As the result of initiative taken
by interested students Golden Gate
has added a seminar on Juvenile Law
to its curriculum. The school welcomes
to its part-time faculty, Jerrold Levitin,
a practicing attorney in San Francisco.
Mr. Levitin received his LLB from
UCLA in 1962 and his Master's Degree
in sociology from San Jose State in
1963. He has previously taught Criminal Law at San Jose State and Juvenile
Delinquency at the University of California and San Francisco State graduate
school. He served as a probation officer
for six months in San Bernardino County
and has been active on the Juvenile
Committee of the San Francisco Bar
Association.
The seminar, conducted by Mr.
Levitin, will focus on the Welfare and
Institutions Code; the purpose being
to familiarize participants with the
substantive and procedural aspects of
the law as it relates to the juvenile
and differs from the Penal Code as
applied to adults. The seminar will
meet Friday evenings for ten weeks,
during the course of which students
will prepare and present papers covering the following topics: 1) The extension of Gault in terms of procedural
and evidentiary safeguards; 2) school
problems which juveniles face - suspension, expulsion, etc. 3) the probation department, its administrative
organization and function in the preadjudicatory and courtroom process;
4) tendencies to become a delinquent,
problems of discretion, evaluation, and

constitutional protections;
5) bail
rights of juveniles and discovery techniques available, 6) tests of evidence
applied at all stages of the juvenile
court process.
These topics among others that
will be lectured upon and discussed,
are designed to cover the most recent
court decisions and statutory changes
that have effected a drastic change in

the function and outlook of the juvenile
court system • .In the future, there will
be a greater need for attorneys in juvenile court and legally trained personnel
in probation departments. This course
provides an opportunity for Golden
Gate students to enlarge their understanding of a relatively new and rapidly
developing area of the law.

